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UK: _Judges call for porn law review_
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USA: _State's child porn law stands, justices rule_
Australia: _Girl, 13, charged with working as prostitute_

Science: _Teenage romantic crushes are associated with depression_
Opinion: _Why do we have children?_
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UK: Scotland:
-------------------------------------------------------

30th May 2001

_Child porn judgement backed by Appeal Court ruling_

A computer engineer escaped with a UKP 500 fine on Monday,
for downloading indecent images of children, citing a
previous legal judgment that the crime was
"victimless".

A crucial Appeal Court ruling in November paved they
way for yesterday's decision.

At Edinburgh Sheriff Court, James F., 30, who admitted
accessing indecent computer images of children between
13 March and 9 May 1999, successfully argued
downloading such images of children was "victimless".

F. was caught during police monitoring of chat rooms.

F.'s defence agent, Alex Prentice, said a recent Court
of Appeal ruling described downloading pornography as a
"victimless offence" because it did not necessarily
provide an incentive for those who were producing the
images.

Mr Prentice argued yesterday that F. was obtaining
already available material, one of the key tests the
appeal court judges had stipulated.  Mr Prentice added
that the appellant in that earlier case, Thomas K., had
his jail sentence quashed.  K. was originally
sentenced at Kirkcudbright Sheriff Court to three
months' jail but his punishment was reduced on appeal
in November last year.

Taking into account the High Court decision yesterday,
Sheriff Iain Macphail QC fined F. UKP 500.

It was thought to be the first time a defendant had
successfully used the appeal court judgment.

The maximum sentence in Scotland for possession of such
material is two years.

In England, laws were toughened this year to a maximum
10 years and the courts there have explicitly stated
children in nude poses are "victims".

Prosecutor Lindsey Anderson said F. accessed two chat
rooms being monitored by police in England as part of
an inquiry.

F., of Dalkeith, a first offender, was placed on the
sex offender register.

K., a former dairyman from Springholm, Dumfries and
Galloway, was found to have nearly 1,400 pornographic
images on his computer, more than 700 of which featured
children.

His appeal was upheld by Lords McCluskey and Weir.

The written judgement, which led to the quashing of his
sentence, said: "What the appellant did was to use his
computer to access material already available in
digital electronic form on the internet.  Of course we
recognise the exploitation and degradation of children
by creating pornographic pictures of them, victimises
the children.

"But nothing [K.] did had any direct or consequent
effect upon any other person, adult or child.  In that
sense at least, the appellant's behaviour, consisting
of operating his computer in his own home, was a
'victimless offence'."

--

31st May 2001

_Judges call for porn law review_

Scottish courts' handling of child pornography cases is
set to be reviewed by three senior judges who will
issue "new advice" on sentencing.

Lords Sutherland and Eassie have asked for
authoritative guidance from a panel of three Appeal
Court judges.

The review comes in the wake of a ruling made in
November last year by Lords McCluskey and Weir who, in
upholding the appeal of a man who was caught with
hundreds of explicit images on his computer, said
downloading such material on a home computer was
essentially 'victimless'.

That controversial ruling was used in defence by
solicitors in a sheriff court case on Monday where a
computer engineer was fined UKP 500 for storing images.

A Scottish Executive spokesman said ministers were
committed to raising the maximum sentence levels
available in court in line with England and Wales.
The maximum sentence for possession of indecent
images is five years.

-------------------------------------------------------





UK: Scotland:
-------------------------------------------------------

_Teacher released by Appeal court_

A primary school teacher's jail sentence for molesting
young girls was quashed by Appeal judges yesterday.

William V., 50, who had been given a three-month
sentence for the incidents at a Lanarkshire school, was
ordered to do 240 hours' community service instead.

V., was convicted last year of six indecency offences
involving four girls, aged nine to 11.

V., a teacher for 27 years, denied the charges.

The father-of-two was found to have either touched
their buttocks, or complained of having cold hands and
put a hand inside a pupil's clothing to touch her back.

However, judges at the Justiciary Appeal Court in
Edinburgh ruled yesterday that the sheriff who jailed
V. should have taken more account of non-custodial
sentences since he was a first offender.

V. has been released on bail pending an appeal.

-------------------------------------------------------





UK: comment:
-------------------------------------------------------

May 2001

[... from a tabloid press round-up]  According to the
drooling tabloids, school trips and sleepovers are rife
with hot passion.  "A third of pupils confessed to some
form of sexual experience, and a fifth had full
intercourse during stays away from home," the papers
reported.  "Some had different sexual experiences on
school trips years apart.  More boys than girls
reported having romps, which the [Marie Stopes] charity
put down to some frolicking with local girls - or
others having gay encounters."  Or a small number of
very obliging girls?

-------------------------------------------------------





USA: Kansas:
-------------------------------------------------------

_State's child porn law stands, justices rule - but nudity is OK_.

2nd June 2001

The state's highest court rejected a legal challenge
Friday to the Kansas law against child pornography from
a defendant who obtained sexually explicit photographs
using the Internet.

The challenge came from David Z., in the appeal of his
Saline County conviction on a single count of sexual
exploitation of a child.  He was sentenced to 21 years
and four months in prison.

Z. argued the state's anti-pornography law violates the
rights of free expression protected by the First
Amendment.  He said the law is written so broadly that
it makes the production, viewing and possession of any
photograph of a nude child illegal.

In their unanimous ruling, the justices disagreed.
They said the law bans the production or possession
only of photographs of children under 16 engaged in
sexually explicit conduct and that the law's reference
to nudity is in that context.

Justice Edward Larson, writing for the court, said "a
picture or video must be more than an innocent display
of nudity," Larson wrote.  "No reasonable prosecutor
could charge and no reasonable jury could find anyone
guilty of satisfying sexual desires by viewing innocent
pictures."

The charge in state court against Z. arose from a
federal investigation of a private Internet chat room.

Z. also argued that the state should be required to
prove that he knew the participants in the pictures
were underage.  The court didn't address the issue.

The justices did, however, order a new sentencing
hearing for him.

-------------------------------------------------------





Australia:
-------------------------------------------------------

May 26th 2001

_Girl, 13, charged with working as prostitute_

A 13-year-old girl has been charged with having sex
with eight men while working at an escort agency.

Sen. Sgt Wibberley claimed the teenager voluntarily
approached the Rivervale escort agency on April 21
looking for work.

She was employed that night and was sent out to
different locations to meetings with paying customers,
Sen. Sgt Wibberley alleged.

Police alleged the girl was driven to different
addresses by a driver employed by the agency.

Sen. Sgt Wibberley said.  "It will be alleged that
during the course of the evening she attended at
different locations throughout the metropolitan area on
assignment from the agency."

Sen. Sgt Wibberley, who was appointed as
officer-in-charge of the vice unit in mid-April, said
the 13-year-old was interviewed at detectives
headquarters at Curtin House on May 17 and charged the
same day.

She appeared in Perth Children's Court on May 21 and
pleaded guilty to acting as a prostitute while a child.

She is expected to be sentenced in two weeks.  The
charge carries a maximum penalty of two years
imprisonment.

The Prostitution Act 2000, which was introduced last
August, is aimed at street prostitution, kerb crawling
and child prostitution.

It makes it illegal to provide or seek sexual services
in a public place.

-------------------------------------------------------





Science:
-------------------------------------------------------

_Teenage romantic crushes are associated with depression_

2nd June 2001

New research has found that romantic crushes and
thwarted puppy love can be correlated with a girl's
increased risk - by "up to a third" - of developing
"symptoms of depression".

The four-year US joint study by sociologists from
Cornell University and the University of North Carolina
is an early effort in a drive to start explaining the
gender gap in which young women are twice as likely as
young men to suffer from depression in both the US and
the UK.

More than 12,000 adolescents aged between 12 and 17
were questioned.  They came from 134 schools picked at
random from across the public, private and religious
sectors and were questioned at yearly intervals.

Children with a more romantic nature were - as common
sense would suggest - found to be more likely to also
report "symptoms of depression".

'The more interest that an adolescent expressed in
romance, the larger their increase in depression,
compared with their counterparts who claimed to show no
or little interest,' said Kara Joyner, assistant
professor at Cornell's College of Human Ecology.

While the effects of romantic yearnings seem to tail
off by the age of 17, the researchers found that the
most "dangerous" age to fall in love for girls would
seem to be 13 to 14 and for boys between 14 and 16.

The major detrimental effect would seem to come from
external social factors surrounding the stereotypical
'head in the clouds' romance - when as concentration
goes, schoolwork, friendships and relationships at home
are allowed to slip.  The fact that the US and UK both
criminalise any underage petting or love-making is
another major stress factor in romantic relationships.

'In general these results suggest that the detrimental
effects of romantic involvement are explained by
changes in relationships with parents, school
performance, and the number and stability of
relationships,' said Joyner.

-------------------------------------------------------





Statstics/opinion:
-------------------------------------------------------

_Why do we have children?_

[...] The statistics [on the birth-rate in Europe] are
dramatic.  Has there ever been a process of social
change as rapid and profound as the decline in the
fertility rate over the past 40 years?  In Sweden,
where the rate over the past 10 years has declined from
2.1 children per woman (the level needed to maintain a
stable population) to a meagre 1.5, tennis star Bjorn
Borg has appeared on government-sponsored posters with
the unambiguous injunction: 'Fuck for the Future'.

The combination of wealth, superior healthcare and
contraception allows us to have the smaller families
our ancestors might have chosen if they could have.
But perhaps the most striking fact is the rise in the
number of women who do not have children at all.  In
the 1940s, only one in 10 women did not have children;
now that figure is almost one in four.  Women are also
having children later - the average age for having a
first child is nearly 30.  It is thus harder to talk
about a maternal instinct when there is so much
evidence that it is being overridden.

The growing importance of women's careers may mean that
having children today is regarded as a practical option
only for those with such low expectations that they
assume they have no career to ruin, or those so
well-off they can afford a surrogate family to run
things while mother and father are away at work.  (The
past 10 years have also seen a rise in families with
three or more children and the re-emergence of an
almost Edwardian-style family, complete with nanny,
gardener, cleaner etc.)  For the rest of us, it appears
at least as appropriate to ask why anyone would choose
to have children as to inquire why they have chosen not
to.

[...] Social critics have been telling us for years
that consumer capitalism promotes materialism,
individualism, and the prizing of choice and autonomy
over all other capacities.  But these values run
counter to the unselfish, long-term commitment we
associate with good child-rearing.

[...] other features of the modern world that have
invalidated the traditional reasons for having
children.  In a dumbed-down egalitarianism, it becomes
increasingly difficult to regard our offspring as
inheritors of our influence and position, as beings who
will carry on the name of the family.  British society
is no longer meritocratic.  It has no belief in itself,
and is in the process of tearing up all its traditions.
Instead of helping people rise upwards it is bent on
levelling downwards in the interests of a spurious
"equality".

Neither can we expect children to prove their worth by
continuing in the family profession.  Until recently,
it was perfectly possible to find families whose
commitment to the church, the Army or the farm went
back for generations.  These occupations have long been
in decline.  The jobs in the 'new economy' that replace
them may attract status and salaries but is it possible
for a management consultant to think of their position
as one that might be bequeathed?

Another incentive to have children in the past was the
knowledge that they would inherit one's moral code.
Parents could still confidently believe their life had
equipped them with a set of precepts for living that
were a more important legacy than the family silver.
The problem for today's parents is that their current
domestic and occupational lives do not provide this
type of master script - and even if they do, the lures
of violent gansta-rap, brand marketing and peer
pressure often prove stronger.

Nor is there much comfort to be found in the idea of
'betterment'.  A generation ago, we could take pleasure
and extract purpose from children being agents of
social mobility.  Unlike their parents, they could go
to university and secure a respectable job.  But when
we asked parents what they wanted for their children in
later life, they were likely to be far less specific,
far less committed to material advancement.  All they
wanted for their children was contentment, possibly
happiness.

Nobody has better captured the relationship between
these disappearing forms of inheritance and the
reluctance to have bring children than the French
writer Michel Houellebecq in his novel Atomised :
'Children once existed solely to inherit a man's genes,
his moral code and name.  This was taken for granted
among the aristocracy, but merchants, craftsmen and
peasants also bought into the idea; it became the norm.
That's all gone now.  There's nothing for my son to
inherit.  I have no craft to teach him.  By the time he
grows up, the rules I lived by will be meaningless; the
world will be completely different.  If a man accepts
this, then his life is reduced to nothing more than the
sum of his own experience; past and future generations
mean nothing to him.  That's how we live now.  For a
man to bring a child into the world now is
meaningless.'

We can continue to talk of children as our heirs in a
more minimalist sense.  They slowly understand the
world through our eyes, through the stories we tell
them, the examples we set.  But the relative reluctance
of our interviewees to talk about such initiatory
pleasures suggests a growing sense that our children
are not ours in the manner in which we were our
parents' children.

The prospect of slowly introducing our offspring to the
excitement and mystery of life has been usurped by
outside commercial forces.  Television and the internet
offer an ersatz Technicolor interactive introduction to
nature and science that can hardly be matched by the
best efforts of the most assiduous parent.  They also
ensure that even seven-year-olds have knowledge about
drugs, criminality and sexual behaviour that might
previously have been dangerously precocious in an older
teenager.

Consumer culture undermines the family in other ways
too.  Forty years ago, when the motor of profitability
lay in the manufacture of consumer durables like
washing machines, vacuum cleaners and television, the
happy suburban family was the leitmotif of advertising.
This cloying image needed revision, but at least it was
a form of consumerism compatible with motherhood.  Now
there is much less money to be made in white goods and
much more in fashion, leisure and sex.  The perfect
housewife has been replaced on advertising hoardings by
the brash 'new lass'.  Liberating, exciting, clever it
may be - child-friendly it is not.

So what can be done?  We must start by recognising that
the unwillingness to have children is a symptom of a
culture that has become too preoccupied by the central
tenet of capitalist modernity: individual
self-fulfilment.  Or rather it is a symptom of a
culture that defines that self-fulfilment too narrowly.
Post-God, post-socialism, we still need something to
connect us to each other and to the future.

Far from being an alternative to the public world,
children are increasingly what links us to that public
world and to politics - children, after all are one
reason we care so much about schools, crime and our
local environment.

Having acknowledged that a child-friendly society is
one building block of the good society, we need to
consider how we can achieve it.  We must consider how
the disappearance of so many reasons for having
children, and the arrival on the scene of so many
impediments to the enjoyment of child rearing, has
upset the scales.  This imbalance can't be corrected by
a return to traditional values.  Children are not going
to become economic necessities again.  Neither is there
any way in which people might be persuaded to procreate
by moral injunction.  We have instead to consider ways
to build a society where the desire to have children
once again seems 'natural'.  [...]

-------------------------------------------------------





Censorship: Europe:
-------------------------------------------------------

_Fears of a Website Inquisition_

May 29th 2001

Proposed legislation in Spain to regulate Internet
activity has enraged libertarians who say the measure
would squelch free speech.

The "Law of Information Society Services and Electronic
Commerce" (known by its Spanish acronym
[http://www.setsi.mcyt.es] ) would force websites to
register with the government and then require their Web
hosting companies to actively police the content.

Failure to obey the rules would generate fines of up to
175,000 Euros ($150,000).

The measure, which was drafted by the Ministry of
Science and Technology, would also allow government
agencies to shut down websites and seize their content
and activity logs, said  [http://www.fajardolopez.com]
a law professor at the University of Gerona.

"This is done as a gesture to combat crime, but it
doesn't take into account that information archives can
be manipulated, edited and configured by anyone and
can't, for that reason, serve as a base to incriminate
anyone," said Fajardo Lopez.

Another lawyer suggested that the measure would violate
Spain's constitutionally protected free speech by
allowing the government to seize Internet content it
considers offensive.  He compared the effort to the
failed Communications Decency Act "If the (law) is
passed, freedom of expression in the Internet will be
as limited as it is in countries like China, Vietnam or
Saudi Arabia," said Carlos Sanchez Almeida, a Barcelona
[http://www.bufetalmeida.com/] who specializes in
Internet law.

An aggressive campaign against the legislation has been
launched by [http://www.kriptopolis.com/lssi/index.html],
a cryptography website that is part of the Global
Internet Liberty Campaign.

At the campaign's Internet headquarters, Kriptopolis
compared the measure to a decree promulgated by Queen
Isabella in 1502 that required printers to obtain
licenses for everything they published.  Sympathizers
have flooded the in-boxes of the Ministry of Science
and Technology with protests, and as of Friday morning,
almost 400 mirrors of the Kriptopolis site had sprung
up around the Web.

The bill's sponsors admit that the measure is a rough
draft that still needs work.

Similar legislative proposals in France were thrown out
last year.

-------------------------------------------------------





UK: Books:
-------------------------------------------------------

_Lust, desire and GCSEs - children's writer turns a new page_

June 2nd 2001

The children's writer Melvin Burgess is about to
trigger a new controversy in the publishing world with
a book about a schoolgirl who embarks on a rampant
sexual odyssey on the eve of her GCSEs.  [Final school
exam, General Certificate of Secondary Education,
taken at age 15-16].

Burgess revealed yesterday that he tackles "lust,
desire and sexual irresponsibility" head on in _Lady -
My Life as a Bitch_, his most explicit book yet.

Burgess said.  "It's a comic allegory about sex and
life and all the really important things some people
don't want teenagers to read about.  Sexuality is
always explored inside 'loving relationships' but lust
and desire and all those dark juicy areas aren't
explored [in books for young people], nor is
irresponsibility."

Burgess, who came in for criticism for his portrayal of
violence in _Cry of the Wolf_ and _Bloodtide_, won both
the Guardian Fiction Prize and the Carnegie Medal in
1997.

But he said children's fiction could not afford to be
"hypocritical and dishonest" if it wanted to keep young
readers, nor impose happy endings.

"Lady is written for young people who might be about to
do their GCSEs but are thinking, 'I'd be much rather be
out doing him, or doing her... I was offered drugs in
my playground when I was 14 - and that was 30 years ago
- but there is still a feeling that stuff like this
should not pop up in teenage fiction.  Eighty per cent
of young people experiment with drugs by the time
they're 20, and we are only supposed to write for that
fraction who say no."

He told the Hay-on-Wye festival that writers had to
tackle transgression if they were ever to keep a hold
on teenagers in "that black hole between children and
adults fiction".

But Lady, which will be published in the autumn, is
only a dry run for an even more challenging work
Burgess is now writing which he calls _My Nobby Book
for Boys_.  "It's quite rude, because you have to be for
boys, because they just won't read boy-girl-boy
romances as such.  Nobody writes books about feelings
or sex and sexuality for boys, but God knows they need
it.  Most men don't really know what emotions are till
they're 30."

---------------------------------------------------------
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'Rasputin's Dog' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Hello All,

I had an enlightening weekend recently.  I was walking
to a relative's shop (his daughter is Mindy, whom I
often write of), passing by his house along the way,
when I ran into Sonya (Mindy's niece).  I stopped to
talk to her.  She asked me to come to her house with
her, because she had to go home.  She thought I was
there to see Mindy (her and Mindy often fight for my
attention and become extremely jealous when they feel
I'm paying too much attention to the other) so Sonya
felt it necessary to inform me that, "You can't stay
because Cassandra [my former neighbor and love
interest, whom I have also written of (it's a small
world and it gets smaller)] is here and she can't be
around you - because her mom says you wanted to go out
with her."  That's another story for another time, but
that was the first time I had heard that bit of
information.  I said, "Oh, whatever", then I walked on.

Sonya lives next to my relative's shop, so I met her
again.  She came with me to talk to my relative.  After I
was finished at the shop, Sonya and I played on land
around her house.  Soon "Heather" came by.

Heather is another girl from the neighborhood.  She's
about 10 or 11, has wavy blonde hair, a rough low voice
considering she's a preteen girl, and very sexy.  Since
last summer she has been acting rather seductively
towards me.  We had some fun encounters over the last
summer.  (I'll expand later if any wants to hear them.)
What's significant about this situation is that Heather
didn't mind that I was there and asked to play with us.
Last summer I spent a lot of time with Heather on
several occasions.  Her mother had seen us spending time
together and didn't, at the time, seem to care.  I
think it important to mention here that I live in a
small rural neighborhood and everybody knows everybody
else; many of us have grown up together in this
neighborhood, so there is in many cases a few decades
worth of history between us.

Some rumors got started about how I 'said some things'
about another man in the neighborhood (who, growing up,
was a frequent enemy of mine).  This man happens to be a
good friend of Heather's family.  Suddenly I hear it
'through the grapevine' that Heather and her sister are
supposed to stay away from me.  I was told that her
mother claims I'm "crazy".  I was depressed for a while
after hearing this, because Heather and I had become
close.  I felt that she should have put our friendship
above what her mother thought of me.

Back to where I started: The fact though that now
Heather was willing to spend time with me - even though
her mother told she wasn't to - made me feel a renewed
respect for Heather and our friendship.

--

The above was written several months ago, but I just
haven't had the opportunity to finish it.  I now find
myself in the process of moving to nearby city some
hours away.  I mourn the loss of the relationships I
had worked so hard on for so many years - and I fear I
will not be afforded the opportunity again in what will
be my new home.  Anyone know where to start when
starting such a process anew in a place where you don't
know any children?

'Rasputin's Dog'
-----------------------------------------------------------





'Fairy Knight' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Hello and how goes it to all my fellow schitzos,
psychos, and loonatics, and least as the would defines
those terms.  I don't consider myself insane, but I
guess the crazy ones are always the last to know...

I'm in a rather whimsical mood today.  Comes from
spending the night with a long bought of depression.
Ah, Rosy Fingered Goddess, soothe away my hurts with
the morning light.  Not much news from this little
corner of the world.  I just learned at a recent family
gathering that I have very beautiful LG relatives.  On
the one hand that is very good, talking and teasing is
allowable under such circumstances.  On the other hand,
it bites.  Why add the I' word to my other character
flaws?  Then again, why not?

--

'Lloyd' wrote:
>Exactly the same thing with me. That always seemed to
>me to be a bit of a waste of time. In fact, I thought
>it was _more_ rebellious not to act in the usual way.
>After all, teenage rebellion is hardly original, and
>once something becomes common place, it's hardly
>rebellious to do it. I guess I was rebellious in that
>I rejected a lot of societies ideas, but those >arestaying rejected.

Exactly how I felt!  It often scares me how many
kindred spirits I find on this mailing list!

--

'Dalderious' wrote:
>Ianthe quipped:
>>[ Ianthe falls of chair, stiff with boredom ;) ]
>Ah, Ianthe, Lord Ianthe, your probably not an lg,
>butI'll love you anyway. :-)

LOL!!!  Now wouldn't that be just absolutely
hilarious!!!  I can just see a twelve year old girl
moderating this.  That would be the ultimate irony
indeed!  A'int hardly likely, though.

Peace, Love, and Little Girls for their Lovers

'Fairy Knight'
-----------------------------------------------------------





--
ASGL-L
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   [ Press cuttings digest ]


* UK: _BBC backs down from 1.7m libel battle_
* EU: _MEPs push for child porn clampdown - including fiction?_
* UK: Statistics
* USA: _Critics Say Politics Distorts Findings in Sex Harassment Study_

* UK: _We must learn to respect our teachers_
* USA: _Banning censorship_





UK:
--------------------------------------------------------

17th June 2001

_BBC backs down from 1.7m libel battle_

Top model agency Elite yesterday settled in the High
Court in London, concluding a libel action between the
BBC and the modelling agency.

The modelling agency began its 1.7m UKP action against the
BBC after the broadcast in 1999 of MacIntyre Undercover
in which Elite executives were accused of sexually
exploiting under-age teenage models.

The Elite film was one of four that were broadcast at a
cost of 300,000 UKP a show.  Ten million viewers had tuned
in to see Mr MacIntyre "expose" under-age sex and drug
abuse among young models on the books of Elite, one of
the world's biggest agencies.  The show was widely sold
abroad and highly praised by senior BBC management.

The settlement - ordered by Greg Dyke, the BBC
director-general - was, in effect, a serious climbdown
by the corporation.  The broadcaster admitted to
serious flaws in the programme and promised not to
screen it again.

Last Monday the BBC admitted that the undercover work
"revealed no sexual exploitation", and in the joint
statement had stated that Elite "warns and seeks to
protect its young teenage models... and that this was
not reflected in the programme".  The statement
concluded: "In this respect, Elite was therefore
unfairly portrayed."

Elite did accept, however, that "sexual remarks made by
some of its executives were clearly inappropriate".
However, the sexual remarks in question were made
jokingly to a 31-year old model who was working
undercover as an associate producer of the MacIntyre
show.

Under the terms of the settlement, neither side would
discuss how much, if any, damages or costs had been
paid by the BBC to Elite, although a spokeswoman for
the agency said with a chuckle: "You can say we are
delighted with the outcome.  We have taken 11 separate
and successful legal actions over this abroad, to stop
the programme being shown, and this is our 12th
successful one."

The Independent on Sunday newspaper claims today that
senior BBC producer Feisal Ali faces being reported to
the Director of Public Prosecutions for attempting to
pervert the course of justice before the libel trial.
During an interlocutory hearing it was alleged that
producer Feisal Ali had falsely told a potential
witness that the BBC had evidence of him arranging sex
with young girls.  This evidence would be "binned", Mr
Ali allegedly said, if the witness gave information
about his former bosses.

The newspaper also claims Court transcripts show senior
BBC executives giving the go-ahead for journalists to
go to Paris, Milan and Kiev to "dig up" information on
Elite before the libel trial.

The BBC has ordered a report into the debacle to be
presented at a board meeting on June 28.

One well-placed source said: "Should heads roll?  Yes,
but not Donal's.  More senior people inspected these
programmes than anything else in our recent history."

--------------------------------------------------------





Europe: an *unconfirmed* report:
--------------------------------------------------------

June 2001

According to "MEPs push for child porn clampdown"
in the _European Voice_, June 7-13, 2001 (free
registration required)
http://www.european-voice.com/cgi-bin/current.pl?article=8
MEP's will call for explicit descriptive texts featuring
youngsters to be made an imprisonable offence.

The European Parliament's recommendations on proposed
laws put forward by Justice Commissioner Antonio
Vitorino make clear that written material which
'creates the impression that the person depicted is a
child engaged in or witnessing explicit sexual contact'
would also be considered child pornography.

Texts ranging from Vladimir Nabokov's classic novel
_Lolita_ to coming-of-age novels such as _Cider With
Rosie_ would apparently fall foul of this definition.

"Such material undermines the gravity of the crimes
committed against children and dupes potential
customers into thinking they are not indulging their
paedophiliac tendencies and thus encourages the
exploitation of children," said Greek Socialist Anna
Karamanou, the Parliament's Rapporteur on the subject.

She said countries such as Sweden, Denmark, France and
Belgium had inadequate legislation to cover child
abuse, while Portugal and Greece have none covering
child pornography.

Vitorino's proposals, due to be adopted at a full
meeting of MEPs at Strasbourg next week, would oblige
member-states to introduce a maximum penalty of at
least four years for child pornography and prostitution
offences.

This "minimum maximum" would be increased to eight
years if the child involved was under 10, although
Parliament wants this raised to 16.

The Parliament's Rapporteur apparently envisages
extending the proposed EU-wide unconditional
prohibition of "visual depictions" of sexual acts
performed by persons under eighteen (18) as 'child
pornography' to include "written descriptions" of such
acts, even where the acts described are in fact
legitimate (eg within marriage) or purely imaginary, or
portray someone over the age of consent (from 12
upwards in parts of Europe) but under 18. Prohibition
would be regardless of context (scientific, medical,
literary, educational) or literary merit, and would
seem to ignore the absolute Constitutional prohibitions
on censorship in several EU member-states.

--------------------------------------------------------




UK: Statistics:
--------------------------------------------------------

"Of the 4,316 alleged sexual offences reported in
Scotland last year, only 592 were deemed sound enough
to risk being sent to court, and of these only 440 were
proven.  Fewer than half those convicted received
custodial sentences.  All except 50 were released into
the community within four years."

_Reducing the Risk_, the Cosgrove report to the
Scottish executive by the panel on sex offending, 2001.

--------------------------------------------------------





USA: statistics: misuse:
--------------------------------------------------------

_Critics Say Politics Distorts Findings in Sex
Harassment Study_

7th June 2001

WASHINGTON -- A new study says that 79 percent of boys
and 83 percent of girls claim they have been sexually
harassed in school, with 1 in 4 saying they have
experienced "some type" of ongoing sexual harassment.
But critics of the study say it defines harassment too
broadly and that political considerations distort its
findings.

The American Association of University Women, which
commissioned the study, said the "widespread" crisis of
sexual harassment in schools has not dissipated since
the group's alarm-sounding 1993 study, "Hostile
Hallways."  The association defines sexual harassment
as any "unwanted and unwelcome" sexual behavior or
language.

The study contends that nearly 47 percent of the
students who said they had been sexually harassed were
emotionally affected by the experience.

But some observers say that the majority of incidents
reported are more likely to be typical adolescent rites
of passage, whether hurtful or not, and that the AAUW
is politicizing an issue with fuzzy numbers.  The AAUW
includes sexual innuendo, comments, jokes and "looking"
as types of harassment.

"When we discuss this we really have to look at the
underlying issue of how we define sexual harassment and
bullying," says Cathy Young, author of _Cease-fire: Why
Women and Men Must Join Forces to Achieve True
Equality._

"If they basically define bullying as anytime someone
says something offensive to you, well, as much as I
can't condone that behavior, you're always going to
have kids who say mean and hurtful things," she said.
"I don't know if you can police every sexual innuendo
uttered in the hallway.  I'm not sure this is something
you can legislate."

Others questioned the agenda of a group which has a
legal advocacy arm that "challenges sex discrimination
in higher education," according to the AAUW brochure,
and has backed a number of high-profile federal gender
discrimination cases.

"The AAUW does not have great history in research" says
Christina Hoff Sommers, author of _The War on Boys: How
Misguided Feminism Is Harming Our Young Men_.  "They're
always leading the country in some wayward direction
and I don't think it should be taken seriously."

Sommers, a fellow at the Independent Women's Forum and
a former professor at Clark University, has done
rhetorical battle with the AAUW before.  She criticized
their first "Hostile Hallways" study for
politically-driven distortions and shoddy social
science.  "It is alarming you have these statistically
challenged women teaming up with education leaders and
having an influence on our children they shouldn't
have," she said.

--------------------------------------------------------





UK: opinion:
--------------------------------------------------------

_We must learn to respect our teachers_

June 3rd 2001_

At my all-girl school we had a hunky physical education
teacher we called Mr Hercules.  Like a poor girl's Sean
Connery, he was tall, big and balding and the object of
our crushes.

Mr Hercules delighted in our obvious admiration:
whenever we did gymnastics he would hold on to us a
little longer than necessary; whenever he sat on the
sidelines of our lacrosse games, he'd grab one of us to
sit on his knee.  His 'horsing around' with us pupils
gave a whole new meaning to the term touchy-feely.

We all sensed that Mr Hercules was a little too fond of
little girls.  But he was a great teacher and we
figured that if his vocation was fuelled in part by his
attraction to youngsters, it was a vocation from which
we benefited nonetheless.

Today, parents would beat up a teacher for humming
Maurice Chevalier's 'Thank Heaven for Little Girls';
and any phys-ed instructor who sat a 10-year-old girl
on his knee would be spat on as a perv.

In part this is because of the present climate of
hysteria about paedophiles; but it is also because we
expect our teachers and headteachers to be cleaner than
clean, pedagogical Caesar's wives permanently above
suspicion.  Any more flawed representatives earn public
opprobrium and the sack for failing to live up to the
impossible virtue we now expect of the teaching
profession.  We place under ever greater scrutiny their
behaviour ('he stares a bit too long at those girls'
T-shirts') and lifestyle ('is his partner male?'); and
we do this because of the ever-greater role we expect
them to fill.  Where before we limited their area of
expertise to teaching sums and letters, today's teacher
must serve as moral guardian for the nation.

[... snip a catalogue of woes, all of which mean
that...] Britain's secondary schools may be up to
20,000 teachers short in five years' time; the TES a
few weeks ago was a doorstopper of an issue,
chock-a-block with adverts for 9,000 teacher vacancies.

Those rare graduates who despite all this still harbour
dreams of teaching the next generation know that they
will be signing up to a life whose probity will go
unrewarded, but will be carefully monitored by the most
unforgiving inquisitors - a bizarre society where a
politician can get away with sucking his mistress's
toes and a priest can run off with a parishioner - but
woe to the teacher who strays even in his thoughts.

We don't need a teacher to tell us that we are guilty
of rank hypocrisy.  We were far more honest in the days
of Mr Hercules, when a teacher was recognised as a
flawed human being capable of infecting us with his
passion for a subject; and was not expected to be a
priest or a judge.  Or a saint.

--------------------------------------------------------





USA: Opinion:
--------------------------------------------------------

_Banning censorship_

New book:

 Marjorie Heins - _Not in Front of the Children: 'Indecency,'
 Censorship, and the Innocence of Youth,_

11th June 2001

Marjorie Heins, a First Amendment attorney and the
director of the Free Expression Policy Project at the
National Coalition Against Censorship, has spent most
of her professional life fighting censorship.

Over the years, she says, she realized that she was
constantly coming up against the assumption that
censorship -- from obscenity laws to book banning to
V-chips to Internet filters -- could be justified if
the material in question presented clear "harm to
minors."

"Even people in the civil liberties camp," says Heins,
"were of the mind that there is a great social
necessity to censor material that minors are exposed
to.  The debate wasn't going anywhere -- it wasn't even
a debate."

What, exactly, is material that causes "harm to
minors"?  Is it _Huckleberry Finn_ or the work of Maya
Angelou?  Violent video games or R-rated movies?
Graphic sexual content or comprehensive sex education?

Actually, as Heins found out, all of the above have
been suppressed in the name of protecting children,
despite the fact, she says, that social science has
failed to provide convincing evidence that exposure to
sexual or violent content has any negative impact on
minors whatsoever.

Heins decided to trace the history of American
obscenity laws to find the roots of the "harm to
minors" argument.  The result is _Not in Front of the
Children: 'Indecency,' Censorship, and the Innocence of
Youth,_ a book that chronicles the ideological and
political underpinnings of censorship from Plato to the
Victorians to the present day.

Not only have the First Amendment rights of adults been
abridged in the name of protecting the innocence of
youth, Heins argues; many times, obscenity laws have
actually done more harm to minors than good.  Because
of censorship, many children have not been equipped
with the critical thinking skills necessary for living
in a democratic society, she says.  In some cases,
minors have been denied access to information -- like
comprehensive sex education -- that could literally
save their lives, maintains Heins.

"I would like to move the political dialogue beyond the
repetitive media bashing, censorship laws, restrictions
on school libraries, Internet filters," says Heins.
"It's reached the point of an epidemic.  It's not
advancing any social purpose."

In a telephone interview from her office in New York,
Heins spoke about the fallacy of the "harm to minors"
argument, the insidiousness of V-chips and Internet
filtering and her belief in the need to replace media
censorship with media literacy.

_You were involved in ACLU vs.  Reno, the case in which
the Supreme Court ruled against the 1996 Communications
Decency Act.  In December 2000, Congress passed a law
mandating Internet filters on all library computers if
a library receives federal funds.  Is a law mandating
filters any less censorious than one that criminalizes
certain kinds of content on the Web?_

The Communications Decency Act was a criminal law,
based on an "indecent" or "patent offensiveness"
standard.  We had plaintiffs from Human Rights Watch to
Planned Parenthood to Stop Prison Rape to Wildcat
Press, a gay and lesbian press for teens [all of whom
would have had their sites blocked under the act].  The
Supreme Court agreed with us that "patent
offensiveness" was a standard that was much too broad.

After the defeat of the CDA, Internet filtering became
more and more aggressively promoted by the
manufacturers of the product and political leaders.

In many ways, Internet filters are more insidious than
a criminal law, because criminal law looks at the
context: whether or not limiting access will be a
deterrent, how many people will be affected and so on.
But with an Internet filter, you have direct censorship
with a very broad brush.

All the filters have to rely on keywords.  Some of them
claim to be beyond the early, primitive days when they
blocked out "breast cancer" and "breast of chicken,"
"Anne Sexton" and "sex discrimination."

But there is no way that any of these companies can
screen over a billion Web sites, many of which change
daily, so they have to rely on mechanical means.  And
no matter how sophisticated your software, you are
relying on a machine that identifies words and phrases.
About a year ago, a company claimed it could find
pornographic images.  It turned out that their filters
were blocking out landscapes!

Here is another example: "At least 21" and "no one
under 18" are key phrases that are often found on
pornographic sites, though those sites often have a
barrier anyway -- usually, you have to give a credit
card number.  But these phrases are also found in news
reports.  I'm looking at my screen right now: "At least
21 people were killed in Indonesia."  That site was
blocked by Cybersitter.

On top of these examples of unintentional blocking, you
also have intended blocking.  Almost all of these
filters intentionally block access to sex education.
Like a lot of us, they can't distinguish between
pornography and sex education.

_In your book, you point out that the idea that
children must be "protected" from sexual knowledge is a
relatively new construction.  When did this idea begin
to take hold?_

Censorship did not focus on sexuality until relatively
late in history.  Obscenity law, which was an invention
of the 19th century, grew out of a concern for youthful
sexuality, specifically masturbation.  You had all
these appallingly cruel anti-masturbation devices and
machines that were literally attached to children and
adolescents at night to prevent the practice.  It was
made into a great taboo.  Generations of children
really did suffer all kinds of physical and mental
harms from this repression of a natural impulse.

Obscenity laws were an outgrowth of this need to
control the vulnerable child.  It wasn't until after an
evolution of 100 years, during which all kinds of
literary and artistic works were literally burned, that
we began to recognize the need for a more liberal
standard for adults with regard to obscenity.

_Do children and adolescents have the right to free
speech?_

In theory, they do.  The case in which the Supreme
Court declared that most clearly was in 1969, when
students were given the right to wear black armbands.
But that had nothing to do with sex; it was about
politics.  In the last 30 years, even for nonsexual
expression, the court has backed away from protecting
students' right to free speech.

Even back in the '60s and '70s, if the content was
sexual, the courts had a different standard.  The year
before the black armband case, the Supreme Court upheld
the conviction of a candy store owner who sold a girlie
magazine to a 16-year-old under the argument that it
presented "harm to minors."

The Supreme Court said that even though there is no
documented harm to children from exposure to a nudie
magazine, it is essential that the *message* of
disapproval be conveyed.

When you get right down to it, it's more of a moral or
ideological, or even symbolic, argument.  And what you
end up with -- whether it's the Communications Decency
Act or Internet filters or the V-chip -- are standards
that are indecipherable.  Even in the area of
pornography, which most people would probably agree is
not *edifying* for children, there is no evidence that
occasional exposure will do them any actual harm.

_In the book you talk a lot about the fallacy of the
"harm to minors" argument.  Has anyone ever proven that
exposure to sexual or violent content harms minors?_

In the area of sexual material, there have been almost
no studies on minors.  The studies done in the '70s by
Andrea Dworkin and others dealt with college students.
But nothing has been done with respect to [younger]
kids.

In the area of violence, there have been about 200
studies.  The psychologists who support these studies
claim that it has been proven: Exposure to violence
hurts children.

There are many things that psychology studies can show
us, but the effect of media violence is not one of
them.  There is no agreement on what we mean by media
violence.  There is no agreement about harm.  Is it an
answer on a response survey?  Is it behavior traced
over time?  Is it self-reported?  Is it aggression?  Is
it violence?  Is it fear?

Even if you believe that social science can tell us
something about this very complicated area of human
experience, when you look at the actual studies, they
haven't done so.  There are all sorts of problems with
methodologies, and then there is shocking manipulation
of statistics.  You see a lot of alarming, self-serving
assertions.

In terms of methodology, the studies that I think are
the most compelling are the ones in which researchers
ask young *adults* what media content they remember
seeing as a child -- either sexual or violent -- that
had a harmful or traumatic or disturbing effect.  In
the category of violence, you get answers like "Little
House on the Prairie" and "The Wizard of Oz."  It
wasn't what you would expect.

_With so much controversy in the social sciences as to
whether exposure to violent or sexual content causes
harm to minors, why is it that political leaders -- on
the left and the right -- continue to assume that the
link has been proven?_

I was on a media panel a couple of weeks ago, and one
of the panelists was a representative of the American
Medical Association.  A couple of months ago, the AMA
joined with the American Psychological Association and
signed on to this very dubious statement that claimed
that the link between media violence and harm to minors
had been proven.

This panelist was very frank: He said, "We signed on to
that statement as a political decision.  There were
things we needed from Senator Brownback, and from
Senator Lieberman, and this seemed like a reasonable
trade-off."

People like Lieberman and Brownback may be truly
offended by some media content.  But they are
remarkably vague about what, exactly, it is that
offends them.  If you ask them about a particular
movie, "Bonnie and Clyde," say, or "Saving Private
Ryan," they all say, "Well, that's OK.  I'm talking
about bad violence."  When it comes to artists like
Marilyn Manson, or heavy-metal music, these things
simply offend them, and they want to believe there is
scientific evidence to back up the notion that these
things are harmful.

_Are we giving children the tools that they need to
live in a democracy as adults when we deprive them of
access to ideas that may be controversial?  Are there
other ways to deal with controversial ideas and media
literacy that don't involve censorship?_

Media literacy education is a movement that has existed
in the United States for about 20 or 30 years.  We need
a national initiative to bring media literacy into the
curriculum.  It's far more advanced in other countries
-- Canada, Australia, New Zealand and elsewhere.

There are many different theories of how media literacy
education should work.  Some people who buy into the
theory that media violence causes harm nevertheless
advocate media literacy, as opposed to censorship, as a
way to teach kids to identify what are exaggerated or
clearly fantastic messages about violence and
aggression or gender relations, to talk about the way
cartoons are produced and how different special effects
are produced and to put this in the context of their
own lives.

But there are other approaches to media literacy
education that are less specifically based on teaching
kids to be nonviolent, and more focused on teaching
kids to understand how media is created, so that they
can be savvy about the commercials they see and the way
that the ads manipulate viewers.

And some media education puts camcorders and tape
recorders and cameras into the hands of kids and gets
them to become journalists and artists and to confront
some of these issues about how you create a media
message and what it represents.  This helps them to be
more critical about the music they are listening to and
the TV shows they are watching.

If we could take some of this money that is going to
pay Justice Department lawyers to defend this endless
stream of child Internet protection laws, and use it to
fund educational programs for actual children, I think
it would be much more beneficial to our kids.

--------------------------------------------------------




And finally:
--------------------------------------------------------

_Alice's Wonderland Items Raise $2.8m_

Letters, photographs and manuscripts once owned by the
little girl who inspired "Alice in Wonderland" sold for
more than $2.8 million at auction Wednesday.

An American collector who is a graduate of Oxford's
Christ Church College, where author Charles Dodgson
once taught, snapped up three featured items from Alice
Liddell's Wonderland possessions, Sotheby's auction
house said.

On a summer day in 1862, Liddell and her two sisters
went on a boating trip with Dodgson.  He entertained
the girls with a story he made up as he went along.
"Alice's Adventures in Wonderland," which Dodgson wrote
under the pen name Lewis Carroll, was born.

Among the items purchased by the collector, whose name
was not released, were Alice's photo scrapbook
$656,470, and an early edition of the book, then titled
"Alice's Adventures Under Ground," for $221,760)

The book includes the author's personal inscription:
"To her whose namesake one happy summer day inspired
his story," and was one of more than 370 editions of
works by Carroll in the sale, many of them signed by
Liddell.

The entire collection, said to be the largest of its
kind, sold for $2,832,146.

--------------------------------------------------------
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'chklvr' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------

'Ello again - it's been some time since I posted, and
now that I've read up on the backlog, feel I should!

I've relocated and have a new gf who has a lovely 8 yo
niece.  I've only seen pictures of the niece so far,
but am very much hoping she visits!  She is adorable,
and would be a charm to my day.

Also - apparently my cousin, now 14, whom I haven't
seen in years, is causing quite the stir with the
grandparents wearing midriff shirts and short shorts!
I am begging, as inconspicuously as I can, for
pictures, of course.  She's at the cusp or being to old
- so I'm trying now for the charm!

'chklvr'
----------------------------------------------------------





'Tsarevitch' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------

Bonjour Toute Le Monde!  Things are looking up on this
side of the Atlantic, (*allegedly*).

  I. I have an interview this week for a decent (though
lg-less job ~ sigh ~ beggars can't be choosers)!
Prospects look good.  And

 II. I 'healed' enough financially (I stopped my fiscal
bleeding with a temporary occupational tourniquet) to
get the internet back at home!  No more library
paranoia!  WooHoo!  Now I can continually bore you guys
on a weekly bases with my insipidly dull rants and
uneventful, irrelevant ravings.

III. Now to finish my 'tri'umphrant return, I am
looking to move out of my 'inspiration prison' (my
present stifling residence of living with my relatives
et al) and hopefully...  move into a halfway house!

(NOT!) ...  move into a reasonable apartment or
rent a room.  Ideally renting a room in a house with a
{{gulp, dare I dream?}} a lg!  Or am I reaching for the
moon on the first shot?

Speaking about the moon, a poem inspired by what...

'Lloyd' wrote:
>It was funny, but standing on that bridge I got a perfect
>view of the girl's perfect little bottom as she crouched
>to relieve herself.

 MoonShot

 Day breaks still
    the moon glows near.
 Relieve thyself in the bush
    my supernal pee-er.
 But why oh why do you return the moon
 to its dark linen prison
    oh so soon?


Tsarevitch,

Keep an eye out for full moons, everyone!
and wish me luck at the interview.

--

An article in the March 2001 Ladies Home Journal:

"Secret sex lives of kids"

'One in twelve children is no longer a virgin by his or
her thirteenth birthday, and 21 percent of
ninth-graders have slept with four or more partners.
An alarming report every parent must read.'

Thirteen-year-old Ashley Robinson began dating in
fourth grade.  At first, "it was movies, malls and
making out," says the eighth-grader from Pleasantville,
New York.  These days, "about half of the people in my
class are sexually experienced.  Some have lost their
virginity, but most have oral sex.  It's popular
because you can't get pregnant."  Last July, she
decided to try oral sex with a boy she'd been seeing
for a month.  "We did it to each other; it was fun.
Now we do it at his house, my house, everywhere.  Oral
sex rules!"

Robinson and her friends are part of a horrifying
trend.  Increasingly, children barely past puberty are
sexually active, says Sarah Brown, director of the
National Campaign to Prevent Teen Pregnancy (NCPTP), in
Washington,

D. C. By the time kids turn fifteen, according to
research from the National Center for Health
Statistics, one third of girls have had sex (compared
with less than 5 percent in 1970), as have 45 percent
of boys (up from 20 percent in 1972).

But even those kids who remain virgins aren't
necessarily innocent.  In a recent survey by Seventeen
magazine, 55 percent of teens, aged thirteen to
nineteen, admitted to engaging in oral sex.  Half of
them felt it wasn't as big a deal as intercourse-a view
Sarah Brown often hears from kids.  "It didn't help
that we had a president who said oral sex isn't sex,"
she says.  Adds Robin Goodman, Web site director of New
York University's Child Study Center, in New York
City, "Oral sex is like the latest sport, an activity
kids egg each other on to try.  Parents may say,
'That's not my child,' but nearly half of them are
wrong."

Recent scandals highlight the extent of the problem.
In 1998, parents of as many as fifteen eighth-graders
at Williamsburg Middle School, in Arlington, Virginia,
were aghast when school officials informed them that
their kids were having oral sex at parties and in local
parks.  (Apparently, a child had confided in a school
counselor.)  Also that year, a twelve-year-old girl and
thirteen-year-old boy were arrested for allegedly
organizing an oral-sex-for-hire ring at Langston Hughes
Middle School, in upper-middle-class Reston, Maryland.
The boy was convicted and sent to a juvenile-detention
center, and the girl was placed under house arrest.

(...)

(Article continued on about some regret and guilty feelings from
committing full sexual intercourse at an early age.)

http://www.lhj.com/lhj/story.jhtml?catref=cat40012&storyid=
%2Ftemplatedata%2Flhj%2Fstory%2Fdata%2F15093.xml&categoryid=
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'Jul' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------

Hello,

I got the advice from someone, that you probably could
help me.  My personal interest is very rare: I am keen
on dominant girls & dominant girl-cliques or
girl-gangs.

Do you have any ideas about "that" issue?  It seems
impossible to find in the ped-scene, but I can't
believe to be the only one interested in that matter.

Thank you for any help, I'd really appreciate

Sincerely

'Jul'
----------------------------------------------------------





'DD' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone.

Summer has arrived in earnest here with lots of nice
things to see and do, especially the all lg's to look
at with their pretty summer clothes et al, so I guess
it's time to watch the blood pressure:)

I must tell you about the latest development here
before I burst with excitement, I have fallen in love
again.  She is a gorgeous girl I will call Hanna, she's
11 y/o with blond hair and hazel eyes and slightly more
physically developed than my Laura, about whom I feel
very guilty because my affections may now have to be
shared.  Not to say that I am in anyway to be
unfaithful, but I am divided in my loyalties.

I have known her since she was tiny but never really
took much notice of her since she was not attractive
according to my perceptions, but she has grown to be
stunning.  I have known for a while now that she had a
girlie crush on me but never gave it much thought,
however having had time in her company and observed her
body language and noted her comments and the way she
interacts with me, I now am aware that a nice
relationship is possible.

I can't go to deeply into the background here, but I
can say that when ever I visit she craves my undivided
attention, and rewards me with some wonderful moments,
like big hugs and a peck on the cheek and the warmest
smiles I have ever seen.  She is very mature in her
nature, and is astute in her judgement so it is
impossible to fool her about anything, qualities that I
find priceless.

The thing that has got me really fired up is that I
recently saw her naked, something she deliberately
instigated I am sure.

I was doing a computer upgrade in an upstairs room when
she appeared from the shower room wrapped in a towel,
which she simply removed and threw aside and reached
into the closet for a dressing gown.  She didn't bother
fastening the cord but sat beside me exposing
everything, and when she lifted one leg and sat with
her foot up on the stool I found myself trembling and
dumbstruck, I suggested that she fastened her gown as
it was impolite to exhibit herself in such a way and
she complied with a broad grin and the remark that she
didn't care, and why was I so touchy about such things.
Am I stupid or what, she tied her gown and those breast
buds and clitoris slightly protruding from perfect
lips disappeared from all view.

She continued in conversation for a while and left the
room, turning only to say "see ya" and smile warmly and
seductively as she left the room.  I had to make a
visit to the bathroom to relieve my very serious state
of arousal, and seeing her wet footprints on the floor
ensured it only took seconds for that to happen.  Now I
am completely obsessed with her, and she occupies my
waking and my sleeping with the vision now so
indelibly inscribed in my memory.

I will let you know how things pan out, and hope things
don't get to complicated, as they have sometimes past.

Love to you all, be good.

Rgds., 'DD'
--------------------------------------------------------





'Dalderious' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

'Fairy Knight' wrote:
> LOL!!!  Now wouldn't that be just absolutely
> hilarious!!!  I can just see a twelve year old girl
> moderating this.  That would be the ultimate irony
> indeed!  A'int hardly likely, though.

Hmm... With Lord Ianthe being twelve now, I wonder how
old she was when she started this list.  And what
happened the first time she asked her parents what some
of the words here meant?  Well, being an lg that would
explain why she never actually writes to the list.

--

I finished reading "Mark Twain and Me" (Reprint of
"Enchantment: A Little Girl's Friendship With Mark
Twain") by Dorothy Quick.  Here's a nice remark near
the end of the book.  It is the last paragraph on page
206 (continued on page 207):

 "Then he went on to tell me of his visitors and what
 good times they had been having, until I was filled
 with a nostalgic longing to be one of them and to see
 my friend again. It seemed almost as though fate had
 been placing obstacles in the path of our being
 together, but no separation could alter the love I had
 for him. There is nothing so deep and sincere as the
 affection of a child. Children's likes and dislikes
 are very real personal things, and all the more
 intense because they are completely natural. Children
 either like you or they do not. When they do, it is a
 compliment, for you, yourself, have won them. I adored
 SLC, and whether I saw him or not, there was nothing
 that could disturb my feeling for him."

How true. How true.

--

I just finished watching the Disney movie "Mark Twain
And Me".  I was quite disappointed.  Not only were the
years off, but they had Mark Twain say things to
Dorothy that he actually said to others.  The whole
"Business Manager" routine was thoroughly destroyed
from how it happened.  I could go on.  And on.  My only
comment is, if you have read the book, don't bother
with the movie.  The book is good, the movie is not.

--

I saw Rachel this weekend as I was going to a friend's
house. Luckily, my friend delayed me a few minutes, and
I was all aflutter when I saw my beautiful Rachel come
by with her lovely smile.

She was with friends who again teased her to say hello.
I responded with a hello by name and enjoyed the
precious moment.  She then went home.

Wow!  Lo and behold!  The beautiful Rachel cometh!
With cousin in hand the two playful lgs went walking
somewhere.  I waited for them at the corner and was
able to say hello.  I asked her cousin how she knew me
and she just shrugged.  I decided not to press as she
seemed uncomfortable.  Rachel did not have much to say.
Between absence and a friend nearby, I must expect
that.  But she has grown.  I intend to make myself
known to her again - as long as she does not seem
uncomfortable.  She is as beautiful as ever, and her
tell-tale smile seems to say "I am Rachel, your fun
loving Rachel, and I have not changed where it counts."
This is probably just my imagination talking, but I
shall not betray my dreams.

'Dalderious'
-------------------------------------------------------------





'Daveboy' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

There was a TV program over here in the UK Wednesday
night (Channel 4) that was very interesting.

It was called 'Slaves In Paradise' and was billed as
follows:

"Documentary about the Friedrichshof Commune in
Austria, whose members deplore materialism, ignore the
structures of the nuclear family and indulge in free
sex"

For those of you who missed this gem, it was about a
commune set up in the 60's ( or maybe 70's ?)  by this
guy called Otto in Austria to try to set up a paradise
where just about anything was OK.

When the children were born ( as they inevitably would
be with all this 'free sex' going on)... they were
outwardly encouraged to enjoy sex, not only with each
other, but with adults too.!!!  This statement was
tempered with the qualifying line... '... once they
were 14 years old , which is the age of consent in
Austria...'

It went on to tell us that Otto was the head of the
commune and was almost worshiped by the women, he told
us that he had sex many times a day with the adult
females until the 'young girls' came along, by now he
was in his 60's and the women said that he was no
longer interested in them, and the children now
worshiped him and couldn't do enough for him!  The
women said that he was having sex with girls as young
as 12 and that this was pretty much accepted by the
commune members.  This was all done with clips of
original film taken years back, anyway , by the early
90's everything came out and he was arrested and jailed
for 7 years for sex with minors.

The report ended by telling us that although the
commune is now virtually non existent, Otto now lives
in Portugal and has set up another commune with similar
guidelines, it showed us a clip of Otto and friends
(including children ) bathing in the pool at their
'secret' location in Portugal.

In the final interview with Otto he told us that he had
set up his own way of life and could see nothing wrong
with that, he said that all who lived in the commune
did so freely and because they believed in the freedom
that it gave them within that society... and he felt it
was wrong that he had been judged by the society
outside of the commune.

'Daveboy'
--------------------------------------------------------------
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